PLEASANT AVOCATION  OF  CRITICISM
world is this world, will a buoyant life be the proper
source of an animated Conservatism.10
But Bagehot's generalized portraits are not
always so fortunate. He had what are perhaps some
of the peculiar faults of the ce picturesque " thinker.
He craved the excitement of clarity and required
the assurance of concreteness. I do not mean that
he sacrificed truth, but he tended sometimes to
simplify it, and also, as for example in certain of
his writings on political economy, to slight those
aspects of his subject requiring complex logic and
elaborate abstract reasoning, in which concrete-
ness is impossible and clarity difficult.11 He was
also inclined, as a " picturesque " thinker, to rest
a little too securely in his vision, and since it is
easier to take a clear view of few facts than of
many, he sometimes snapped the picture too soon.
Knowledge made him cautious and ignorance made
him bold. He is sound and circumspect on politics
and government, of which he knew much; and on
literary theory of which he knew considerably
less, he is bold and fallacious. In evolving his type-
delineations he was occasionally rapid and hasty.
Even the best of them are but the rapid conclusions
of a man whom long observation of human nature
has given a wise instinct, together with much vague
data, for discovering truth. Many of them were
doubtless struck off in the heat of the moment,
and based upon single examples, or even fragments
of examples. Consequently, it is not surprising
that a few are superficial or specious. Arthur A.
Baumann has pointed out that the type of the
historian, as Bagehot presents it, is so far from
sufficing for all members of the species that it does